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Who  received  a  blow" 'at  Brentford  .on  ! 
•  Thurfday  the  Eighth  of  December,  iaff, 
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Pirated  for  R.  Davis,  the  Coinsi-  of 
v  \  6'afkviik-  Street,  Piccaduiy. 

M.DCC.LXIX, 


From  the  LONDON  GAZETTE. 


St.  ffames  s ,  March 
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I $  Majefty  has  been  gracioufly  pleafed 

_  _ to  extend  his  Royal  Mercy  to  Edward 

M’Quirk,  found  guilty  of  the  Murder  of 
George  Clarke,  as  appears  by  the  Royal 
Warrant  to  the  tenor  following. 


GEORGE  R. 

\T  T  H  E  R  E  A  S  a  doubt  has  arifen  in  our 

*  *  Royal  Breaff  concerning  the  evidence 
ef  the  death  of  George  Clark,  from  the  re- 
prefentations  of  William  Bromfield,  Efq- 
Surgeon,  and  Solomon  Starling,  Apothecary  ; 
both  of  whom,  as  has  been  reprefented  to  us, 
attended  the  deceafed  before  his  death  and 
expreffed  their  opinions  that  he  did  not  die 
©f  the  blow  he  received  at  Brentford  :  And 
whereas  it  appears  to  us,  that  neither  of  the 
faid  Perfons  were  produced  as  witneffes  upon 
the  trial ,  though  the  faid  Solomon  Starling 
had  been  examined  before  the  Coroner,  and 
the  only  perfon  called  to  prove  that  the  death 
of  the  faid  George  Clarke  was  occafiom  •  by 
the  faid  blow,  was  John  Foot,  'urgeon,  who 
never  Jaw  'the  deceafed  till  after  his  death  ;  we 
thought  fit  thereupon  to  refer  the  laid  repre- 
fentations,  together  withvthe  report  of  the 
Recorder  of  our  City  of  London,  of  the  evi- 
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dence  given  by  Richard  and  William  Beale, 
and  the  faid  John  Foot,  on  the  trial  of  Edward 
Quirk,  otherwife  called  Edward  Kirk,  other- 
wife  called  Edward  M’Quirk,  for  the  Murder 
of  the  faid  Clark,  ta  the  Matter,  Wardens, 
and  the  rett  of  the  Court  of  Examiners  of  the 
Surgeons  company,  commanding  them  like- 
wife  to  take  fuch  further  examination  of  the 
faid  per  fins  fo  reprefinting ,  and  of  faid  John 
Foot ,  as  they  might  think  necettary,  together 
with  the  premittes  abovementioned,  to  form 
and  report  to  us  their  opinion,  “  Whether 
“  It  did  or  did  not  appear  to  them,  that  the 
“  faid  George  Ciarke  died  in  confequence  of 
“  the  biow  he  received  in  the  riot  at  Brent- 
“  ford,  on  the  8th  of  December  laft.”  And 
the  faid  Court  of  Examiners  of  the  Surgeons 
Company  having  thereupon  reported  to  us 
their  opinion,  <6  That  it  did  not  appear  to 
“  them  that  he  did  We  have  thought 
proper  to  extend  our  Royal  Mercy  to  him 
the  faid  Edward  Quirk,  otherwife  Edward 
Kirk,  otherwife  called  Edward  M'Quirk, 
and  to  grant  him  our  free  pardon  for  the 
murder  of  the  faid  George  Clarke,  of  which 
he  has  been  found  guilty  :  Our  will  and 
pleafure  therefore  is.  That  he  the  faid  Ed¬ 
ward  Quirk,  other  wile  called  Edward  Kirk, 
otherwife  called  Edward  M’Quirk,  be  in- 
ferted,  for  the  faid  Murder,  in  our  firft  and 
next  general  pardon  that  lhail  come  out  for 
the  poor  convi&s  of  Newgate,  without  any 
condition  whatjoever  ;  and  that  in  the  mean 
time  you  take  bail  for  his  appearance,  in 
order  to  plead  our  faid  pardon.  And  for  fo 
.  *  doing 
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doing  this  fhall  be  your  warrant.  Given  at 
our  Court  at  St.  James’s,  the  ioth  Day  of 
March,  1769,  in  the  ninth  Year  of  our 
Reign. 

By  His  Majefty’s  Command, 

ROCHFORD. 

To  our  trufty  and  well-beloved 
James  Eyre,  Efq$  Recorder  of 
our  City  of  London,  the  She¬ 
riffs  of  our  faid  City  and 
County  of  Middlefex,  and  all 
others  whom  it  may  concern. 


An 
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^4^3r$  DID  not  apprehend  that  the 
S  difcharge  of  my  duty  in  the 
%P  i  regular  excrcifc  of  my  profef- 

l  ^cn  wou^  ever  make  itnecef- 

W  ,for  ine  to  aPPejl  to  the 

^ifwcrto'-f  public.  Much  lefs  could  I 
fuppofe,  that  the  fame  perfcn  who  refufed  to 
attend  the  coroners  jury  on  their  inquifition 
into  the  death  of  Mr.  Clarke,  would  be  the 
principal  in  an  attack  on  my  character  for 
having  obeyed  their  fummons. 

However  I  acquit  Mr.  Bromfield  intirely 
of  any  malicious  intention  perfonallv  again  it 
me.  I  believe  the  fame  motives  would  have 
made  him  aft  the  fame  part  a  gam  if  his  brother 
or  his  deareft  friend. 


But 


(  7  ) 

But  T  think  it  would  bd  a  little  hard  if  in  the 
{hock  of  contending  parties  the  reputation  of 
an  indifferent  man,  who  is  connected  with  and 
attached  to  neither,  fhould  be  dcftroyed,  o 
anfwer  the  purpofes  of  one  of  them.  Sur¬ 
geons  of  any  eminence  were  before  fufficiently 
reluftant  to  attend  on  thefe  occafions.  The 
coroner’s  jury,  the  grand  jury,  and  the  petit 
jury  at  the  Old-Bailey  were  accompanied  with 
difigreeable  circumftances  enough  to  make 
anyonewifh  to  decline  fuch  fort  of  attendance. 
I  am  afraid  furgeons  will  hereafter  be  more 
than  reluftant,  fince  the  eftablifhment  of  this 
new  court  of  judicature,  the  court  of  examin¬ 
ing  furgeons,  which  is  convened  by  a  fecre- 
tary  of  ftate  evidently  to  anfwer  a  particular 
purpofe :  whpfe  members  are  not  upon  oath 
themfelves,  nor  receive  any  evidence  upon 
oath ;  who  without  infpeBion  of  the  body, 
are  to  eeclare  their  opinion  of  another  man’s 
opinion ,  founded  on  infpeBion  of  the  body, 
and  three  times  delivered  upon  oath. 

If  their  determination  fo  obtained  and  fo 
given  can  jujlly  controul  the  verdift  of  three 
feveral  juries,  ftrengthened  by  the  unanimous 
approbation  of  the  learned  judges,  what  con- 
clufion  muft  the  public  draw  ?  not  a  very  fa¬ 
vourable  one  I  believe  either  to  juries,  judges, 
or  furgeon. 

I  fay  juries  and  judges,  for  it  is  impoffible 
that  the  imputation  ihould  light  only  on  the 
furgeon. 


The 
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The  verdift  is  not  founded  on  his  evidence 
alone,  but  on  a  number  of  concurring  cir- 
cuntftances  ;  and  the  education  of  every 
fcholar,  of  every  gentleman,  will  not  permit 
us  to  ftippofe  the  learned  judges  in  particular 
fo  totally  ignorant  of  the  human  frame  as  not 
to  be  able  themfelves  to  form  fome  judgment 
of  the  lurgeon’s  report.  But  there  is  nothing 
intricate  or  difficult  in  the  cafe  before  us. 
E  very  man  of  common  fenfe  in  this  kingdom 
is  a  competent  judge  of  this  queftion. 

It  was  proved  that  the  deceafed  Mr.  Clarke 
was  in  perfeft  health  on  Thurfday  the  8th  of 
December,  and  till  the  very  moment  of  re¬ 
ceiving  the  blow  ;  from  that  time  he  lan¬ 
guished  and  continued  daily  to  grow  worfe 
till  Wednefday  the  14th,  when  he  diedv  He 
was  himfeif  fenfible  that  the  blow  would  be 
the  caufe  of  his  death ;  and  repeatedly  de¬ 
clared  it.  He  lived  only  five  days  and  four¬ 
teen  hours  after  receiving  the  blow. 

Ho v  ever,  fince  fome  perfons  feem  very 
defirous  to  believe  that  the  deceafed  Mr. 
Ciarke  died  of  a  nervous  fever,  or  a  putrid 
fever*  or  a  drunken  fever,  or  of  any  other 
fever  or  diforder,  or  of  any  thing  but  the 
blow;  and  iince  many  reproachful  infinu- 
ations  have  been  thrown  out  againft  me  and 
my  evidence,  I  will  lay  the  whole  before  the 
public,  as  well  to  convince  them  that  I  have 
never  retraced  my  opinion,  as  to  inform 
them  on  what  it  was  founded.  At  the  fame 
,  '  time 
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time  I  declare,  that  I  do  not  mean  by  this 
Appeal,  to  debar  myfelf  from  any  remedy 
to  which  I  may  be  entitled  by  Law,  either 
againft  the  Court  of  Examining  Surgeons, 
or  the  Secretary  of  State,  for  the  injury  done 
to  my  reputation. 


On  Thurfday  the  15  th  of  December, 
1768,  I  was  called  in  by  the  Coroner’s  Jury, 
to  examine  the  dead  body  of  Mr.  George 
Clarke,  at  the  White-Hart,  Welbeck-ftreet, 
Cavendifh-Square.  Mr.  Walker,  Surgeon, 
had  likewife  been  fent  for,  but,  fortunately  for 
himy  was  not  at  home.  I  attended,  and  en¬ 
quired  who  had  taken  care  of  the  deceafed  in 
his  illnefs  ?  I  was  anfwered  that  he  had  been 
vifited  by  Mr.  Starling,  Apothecary,  and  by 
Mr.  Bromfield,  Surgeon.  Mr.  Starling  had 
already  given  his  evidence.  I  defired  Mr. 
Bromfield  might  be  prefent.  I  was  informed 
he  had  been  fent  for  twice,  and  had  refufed 
to  come,  becaufe  he  apprehended  it  might  be 
an  Old  Bailey  bufinefs ,  and  for  the  fame  reafon 
would  not  permit  any  of  his  affiftants  to 
come.  At  the  coroner’s  requeft  I  went  up 
flairs  into  the  room  where  the  body  lay, 
expreffed  my  defire  that  Mr.  Underwood, 
a  Surgeon,  (who  had  been  fent  for  by  Mrs*. 
Talbot,  the  aunt  of  the  deceafed)  would 
be  prefent,  waited  fome  time  for  him,  and 
was  informed  that  he  was  gone  away.  I 
then  proceeded  to  examine  the  body,  in  the 

B  prefence 
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prefence  of  the  jury,  affifted  by  Mr.  Bear- 
croft,  a  Surgeon  in  his  Majefty’s  fervicf, 
who  had  'ormerly  lived  with  me  for  his  im- 
prcvemen:,  and  was  at  this  time  accidentally' 
in  l  own. 

I  examined  the  body  very  carefully  all 
over,  it  was  not  difeoleured  in  any  part,  nor 
had  any  appearance  of  hurt  or  diforder  of 
any  kind,  except  a  contufed  wound  on  the 
top  of  the  head,  by  the  fide  of  the  fagittal 
fu  are  upon  the  right  parietal  bone  ;  the  fcalp 
was  elevated  for  a  confiderable  fpace  round 
the  wound,  the  pericranium  which  naturally 
adh  res  firmly  to  the  bene,  was  much  in- 
fl  ired,  and  feparated  from  the  fcull.  After 
c  e*  nng  this  part  1  fearched  for  a  fiffure  or 
fra  ft  ure.  but  found  neither;  I  then  raifed 
th  e  whole  of  the  fcalp  and  pericranium,  and 
ac  fraftures  are  not  always  to  be  found  under 
the  part  where  there  are  marks  of  external 
violence,  I  continued  my  examination,  and 
fought  for  what  has  been  called  a  contra 
future  or  frafture  :  I  met  with  neither.  I 
then  proceeded  to  faw  the  bone  circularly, 
beginning  at  the  forehead  ;  after  carefully 
railing  the  upper  part  of  die  fcull,  I  found 
the  dura  maicr  (which  is  the  external  mem¬ 
brane  of  the  brain)  greatly  inflamed,  par¬ 
ticularly  under  die  part  where  the  blow  was 
given,  and  here  detached  from  the  bone,  to 
wh  h  in  found  flaw  it  is  clofely  connected. 
Upon  removing  this  membrane,  1  faw  a 
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quantity  of  cxtravafated  coagulated  blood 
between  it  and  the  pia  mater.  The  pia 
mater,  or  interior  covering  of  the  brain,  was 
itfelf  inflamed,  and  fome  of  its  veffels  rup¬ 
tured  oil  the  right  hemifphere  of  the  brain. 
From  thefe  appearances  I  was  Jed  to  enquire 
into  the  (ymptcms  that  attended  the  de- 
c  fad  during  his  illnefs.  I  was  informed  by 
tne  fev.eral  deponents,  before  the  ccrcner  :md 
jury,  That  at  fir.ft  the  deceafed  complained 
of  pain  in  the  wounded  part  of  his  head,  this 
increafed*,  and  was  f.icceeded  by  fairitnefs, 
ftupidity,  chiHinefs,  fickiiefs,  vomitings,  tc  0 er, 
delirium,  and  convulfions,  to  his  dea1  h.  He 
was  not  free  from  fome  one  of  thefe  complaints 
from  the  time  of  his  receiving  the  blow  till 
he  expired.  At  the  fame  time  J  was  told,  that 
Mr.  Bromfield  was  called  in  only  on  the  day 
that  Clarke  died,  when  he  ordered  his  head  to 
be  fhaved;  but  did  not  even  examine  the 
wound.  Mr.  Bromfield  faw  him  no  more, 
for  he  died  the  fame  night. 

The  coroner  then  proceeded  to  take  the  de- 
pofitions,  of  which  the  following  is  a  copy  : 


Middlesex.  Marybone ,  Dec.  15,  17^8. 

White -Hart ,  W dbeck-flreet 

w  < 

touching  the  Death  of  George 
Clark,  then  and  there  lying 
dead . 

Solomon  Starling,  of  Princes-Street, 
near  Hanover  -  Square,  Apoth  cary,  fa  h, 
laft  Monday  he  was  called  in  10  at- end  <he 

B  z  deceafed 
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deceafed,  that  he  went  and  found  the  de¬ 
ceased  in  a  violent  fever  in  bed  ;  that  he  ap¬ 
plied  n roper  remedies  ;  that  he  attended  him 
the  next  day,  and  found  him  not  better,  and 
deiired  further  advice,  upon  which  Mr. 
Bromfieid  the  Surgeon  was  fent  for,  but  the 
witnefs  was  not  prefent  when  he  came,  but 
adminiftered  the  remedies  Mr.  Bromfieid  ad- 
vifeci,  and  attended  the  deceafed  the  evening 
of  the  fame  day,  but  found  him  no  better ; 
fays  the  deceafed’s  brain  was  affefted,  for  he 
found  an  abfence  of  mind  and  frequent  flut¬ 
tering?,  which  a  violent  fever  will  caufe ; 
that  he  called  the  next  morning,  and  was  in¬ 
formed  the  deceafed  was  dead  of  the  fever,  but 
what  was  the  caufe  of  the  fever  he  cannot  fay. 

SOLOMON  STARLING. 

William  Beale,  of  Marybone,  fays. 
That  on  the  8th  of  December  Inft.  he  was 
at  the  eleftion  at  Brentford,  and  the  deceafed 
flood  next  to  him  clofe  to  the  rail  at  the 
Huftings ;  that  about  half  after  two  a  mob 
arofe  and  a  riot  enfued,  and  the  witnefs  re¬ 
ceived  a  blow  on  the  left  wrift  and  another 
on  the  head,  by  a  fliort  flick  or  bludgeon ; 
that  the  deceafed  flood  next  to  him,  but  the 
witnefs  being  afraid  of  being  killed,  made  the 
beft  of  his  way  out  of  the  croud,  and  did 
not  fee  the  deceafed  ftruck,  but  in  a  very 
fhort  time  after,  about  a  minute,  the  deceafed 
came  to  the  witnefs  in  the  yard  of  the  Three 
Pigeons,  all  of  a  gore  blood  from  the  head 
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and  neck ;  that  then  they  went  together  to" 
the  Rev.  Mr.  Horne’s,  at  Brentford,  and  with 
Richard  Beale,  went  through  the  yard  of  his 
houfe  into  the  Church- Yard,  and  got  over 
the  wall  to  fave  themfelves,  being  afraid  of 
their  lives,  and  from  thence  went  to  Ifle- 
worth,  the  deceafed  being  ftill  bleeding; 
that  when  they  got  to  Ifleworth  the  deceafed 
pulled  off  his  hat  and  ftock,  and  the  witnefs 
lent  him  his  handkerchief  to  hide  the  b^ood 
which  came  from  a  wound  near  the  top  of 
the  head,  the  witnefs  then  bathed  the  de- 
ceafed’s  head  and  wound,  and  likewife  his 
own  hand,  with  fome  rum,  and  then  fet  out 


for  home ;  that  in  coming  home  the  deceafed 
complained  of  his  being  faint ;  that  they 
called  at  a  public-houfe  on  Turriham-Green, 
and  with  Richard  Beale,  had  a  quartern  of 
brandy  together,  and  from  thence  came  di- 
reftly  to  Marybone,  where  the  deceafed’s 
head  was  dreft,  and  that  they  all  three  went 
to  the  Qiieen’s-Head at  Marybone;  that  the 
deceafed,  at  Mr.  Horne’s,  informed  the  wit* 
nefs  and  Richard  Beale,  that  he  had  beeh 
knocked  down  with  a  fhort  ftick  or  bludgeon, 
by  fome  ruffian  whom  he  knew  not,  which 
he  has  frequently  repeated ;  that  he  faw  him 
on  Friday  laft  arid  he  was  very  bad ,  and  on 
the  Saturday  worfe ,  when  he  was  blooded, 
nor  did  he  appfear  better  on  the  Sunday ,  but 
on  Monday  in  the  evening  he  was  in  body 
it)orfe9  and  ajl  in  a  fweat ;  that  on  the  Sun¬ 
day 


(  *4  ") 

day  the  deceafed  declared  to  the  wktrefs  that 
he  was  for ry  he  had  been  at  .-Brentford,  for 
he  was  of  opinion  the  b  o\y  wo  : Id  be  his 
death ;  that  the  witnefs,  aifo-  Richard  Beak, 
and  the  deceafed,  were  all  very  fober  ;  hath 
know'll  the  deceafd  about  1  hree  years  Eft 
paft,  and  never  knew  him  fubjeft  to  drink, 
and  was  well  in  health  before  he  was  at  the 
Huftings. 

WILLIAM  BEALE. 

Richard  Beale,  of  Marybone,  Peruke- 
maker,  faith,  That  he  was  at  Brentford  on 
the  8th  of  December,  with  William  Beale 
and  others,  where  he  went  with  the  deceafed 
to  the  Hu  dings  between  two  and  three 
o’clock,  when  a  mob  and  riot  enfued  ;  that 
lie  did  not  fee  the  deceafed  knocked  down, 
but  faw  him  down,  or  was  down  with  his 
hands  towards  the  ground ;  that  after  they 
met  at  the  Three  Pigeons  yard,  from  thence 
they  went  to  Parfon  Horne’s,  and  went  thro’ 
the  yard  of  his  houfe  into  the  Church  Yard, 
and  went  over  a  wall,  being  afraid  of  their 
lives ;  that  from  thence  went  to  Hie  worth, 
the  deceafed  being  itill  bleeding  ;  that  Wil¬ 
liam  Beale  lent  the  deceafed  a  handkerchief 
to  hide  the  blood  which  came  from  a  wound 
from  the  top  of  the  head,  which  was  then 
bathed  with  rum  by  Mr.  William  Beale ; 
that  in  coming  home  he  complain  d  of  his 
.head  and  being  faint,  and  at  Turnham^ 

Green 
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Green  they  had  a  quartern  of  brandy  ;  that 
after  they  came  to  Marybone  to  Mr.  William 
Beale’s,  where  the  deceafed’s  head  was  dreft, 
an.:  'hey  then  went  to  the  Queen’s-Head  at 
M,ryh  one,  where  the  deceafed  faid  he  had 
received  a  blow  at  Brentford,  \yhich  greatly 
pained  him,  but  that  he  knew  not  from  whom; 
that  there  was  a  great  mob  and  riot  at  Brent¬ 
ford,  and  that  they  were  glad  to  get  away  to 
fave  their  lives  ;  that  he  hath  not  feen  the 
deceafed  fince  alive  ;  that  he  hath  known 
the  deceafed  about  three  years,  and  never 
knew  him  fubjedf  to  drink,  and  was  well  in 
health  before  he  was  at  the  huftings. 

RICHARD  BEALE. 

i  \  }  *.*  i  •  l  f  '  ‘  1  t  '  i  •:  ■‘‘V  ?  \  *  ?_,(  7  *  .  Vt  ■ 

Henry  Francis,  of  Mary  bone, Coal  Mer¬ 
chant,  faith,  that  on  the  8th  of  December,  he 
was  not  at  the  eleftion  at  Brentford,  but  in 
the  evening  of  the  fame  d  vy  he  was  at  the 
Queen’s  -  Head,  at  Marybone,  in  company 
with  he  deceafed,  the  two  Beales,  and  others 
where  the  deceafed  complained  he  had  been 
very  ill  ufed  at  Brentford,  and  had  been 
knocked  down  there  with  aftick  or  bludgeon, 
and  then  pulled  off  his  hat  v^hich  was  bloody, 
alfo  a  white  rag  in  the  hat  and  the  hanker- 
chief  about  his  neck,  arid  the  fhirt  and  coat 
were  very  bloody  ;  that  the  witnefs  had  the 
curiofity  to  take  a  candle  and  examine  the 
wound  on  *he  top  of  rhe  deceafed’s  head, 
when  the  head  appeared  much  fwollen,  and 
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v  |he  hair  clotted  with  the  blood  ;  that  he  fat 
.next  him,  that  the  deceafed  often  faid  his  head 
was*  very  bad,  and  that  he  muft  go  home, 
and  wifhed  he  was  in  bed. 

HENRY  FRANCIS. 

Thomas  Crosby,  of  Mary  bone,  Coachman 
to  Mrs.Hyftler,  faith,  that  about  five  o’clock 
0pn  Monday  in  the  evening  he  faw  the  de¬ 
ceafed  in  bed  ill ;  that  he  fi^aid  with  him  about 
j.an  hour  .and  an  half,  in  wh^ch  time  he  ap¬ 
peared  fometimes  .  fenfible  and  fometimes 
isiupon  the:  flighty  order ;  fays  the  deceafed  faid 
nothing  to  him  otherwife  than  Tom  or  Tho¬ 
mas,  when  he  was  fenfible,  when  he  was  in- 
fenfiblc  he  would  mutter  out  Brentford  elec- 
...  tion  and  I  fhall  die  to  night that  during  the 
sfttime,  he  was  infenfible  he  twitched  at  the 
fheets  and  pulled  one  of  them  out,  and  would 
have  flung  it  away.  That,  he  fat  up  with 
him  all  night  on  Monday  night  laft  during 
v  which ..time  he  \yas  infenfible. 

THOMAS  CROSBY. 

d  AU  Severally  taken ,  &c. 

-E.  Umfreville ,  Coroner . 

Sa'int  JMary-lc-b$ne>  JjTqlheck* 
Streets  December  i 5,  1768, 
Thefe  are  to  certify  that  I  have  examined 
the  body  of  Mr.  George  Clarke,  and  found 
.  a  wound  on  the  upper  part  of  the  head  with 
a  the  fpalp  much  bruifed  ;  on  opening  the  head 

three 
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there  appeared  a  quantity  of  extravafated 
blood  under  the  dura  mater,  and  the  veffels 
of  the  pia  mater  and  brain  were  turgid  with 
blood  and  ruptured  ;  from  thefe  appearances 
(I  do  verily  believe  to  the  beh  of  my  judg¬ 
ment)  that  his  death  was  owing  to  the  afore- 
faid  wroimd. 

JOHN  FOOT,  Surgeon. 

Sworn ,  &c. 

Wiliful  Murder  by  fome  Perfon  or 
Perfons  unknown. 

It  is  proper  here  to  mention,  that  after  the 
depofition,  Mr.  Starling  being  alked  by  fome 
of  the  jury  what  he  thought  was  the  caufe  of 
the  fever,  anfwered,“moft  certainly  the  blow” 
I  havebeen  an  Apothecary  of  the  Hall  near 
forty  years,  and  would  be  very  cautious 
what  1  fay,  but  there  is  no  doubt  the  blow 
wen  the  cause  of  the  fever. 

On  Wednefday,  January  n,  1769,  A 
bill  of  indictment  was  found  by  the  Grand 
Jury  at  Hicks’ s-Hall,  againft  Balfe  and  Mac 
Quirk,  for  the  murder  of  Mr.  George  Clarke. 

On  the  Saturday  following,  January  14, 
the  trial  came  on  at  the  Old  Bailey. 

The  following  is  that  part  of  the  evidence 
which  relates  to  the  caufe  of  Clarke’s  death, 
as  taken  from  the  Seffipns  Paper , 
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Richard  Beal  Sworn . 

Examined  / y  Serjeant  Leigh . 

Ccunfei.  Are  yon  a  voter  for  Middlefex  ? 

R.  Beal.  No. 

Counjel.  Did  you  know  George  Parke  ? 

R.  Beal.  Very  well. 

Counjel.  Did  you  go  with  him  to  Brentford  ? 

R.  Beal.  No. 

Counjel.  Did  you  fee  him  there  ? 

R.  Beal.  Yes. 

Counjel.  Where  was  he  when  you  faw  him  ? 

R.  Beal.  I  and  Mr.  William  Beal  were  upon 
the  Huftings,  and  Mr.  William  Beal,  who  is  my 
eoulin,  faw  Mr.  Clarke,  and  brought  him  up 
to  me, 

Counjel.  Is  Mr.  William  Beal  a  freeholder? 

R.  Beal  Y  es. 

Ccunfei.  What  time  was  this 

R.  Beal  About  half  an  hour  after  one  o’clock. 

Counjel.  What  part  of  the  Huttings  were  you, 
William  Beal,  and  the  deceafed  at  ? 

R.  Beal  At  the  hither  part,  the  lowed:  fide 
near  the  corner. 

Counjel  Is  that  the  fide  where  the  door  was,  or  * 
the  oppolite  lide. 

R.  Beal.  The  door  went  in  at  one  end,  I  be¬ 
lieve 

'  Counjel.  Was  it  on  the  left  or  right  ? 

R.  Beal.  The  left.  ' 

Counjel.  When  you  was  there  firft,  at  half  an 
hour  after  one,  was  there  any  riot,  or  was  the 
place  quiet ? 

R.  Beal.  Very  quiet  at  that  time. 

Counjel.  How  long  did  you  Bay  there,  before, 
you  perceived  any  riot? 
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R  Beal.  When  Mr.  Tomlin  and  Mr.  Clarke 
came  tip,  they  a/ked  William  Beal  and  me,  if 
we  had  any  thing  to  drink ;  they  told  me  they 
had  not  drank  lince  the  morning,  which  was  at 
the  Three  Pigeons.  Then  he  afked  us  if  we 
would  go  down  as  far  as  Mr.  Horne’s  :  this  was 
about  half  an  hour  after  one.  We  went  there. 

Counfel.  Did  you  return  ? 

R.  Beal.  We  had,  I  believe,  two  glalTes  of 
wine  there,  I  cannot  be  lure  to  a  glafs,  it  might 
be  two,  or  lefs. 

CounfeL  Did  you  return  to  the  Huftings  from 
Mr.  Horne’s  ? 

R.  Beal.  When  we  came  to  Mr.  Horne’s 
there  was  Mr.  Wilden,  Mr.  Whitwell,  and  two 
other  freeholders.  Mr.  Wilden  faid  to  Mr. 
William  Beal,  if  all  was  quiet,  he  would  go  up 
and  give  his  vote.  Mr.  Beal  faid  it  was  very 
quiet,  and  he  thought  he  might  go  up  very  fafe. 

CounfeL  Was  Mr.  Wilden  an  infirm  man  ? 

R .  Beal.  A  very  elderly  man. 

CounfeL  What  time  was  this  ? 

R.  Beal.  About  two  o’clock,  or  a  little  better. 

CounfeL  Did  the  deceafed  Mr.  George  Clarke 
go  up? 

R.  Beal.  He  went  with  me. 

Counfel.  Did  he  go  to  the  Huftings  then  ? 

R.  Beal.  Yes. 

Counfel.  Tq  what  part  ? 

R.  Beal.  To  where  we  went  before. 

Counfel.  Did  you  get  admiftion  to  the  Huftings? 

R.  Beal.  Yes;  Mr.  Whitwell  had  polled. 

Counfel.  Now  tell  the  court  what  you  obferved 
of  this  riot. 

% 
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R .  Beal .  Juft  as  Mr.  Wilden  had  done  giving 
his  vote,  they  came  round  both  fides  of  the  Hutt¬ 
ings,  and  through  the  Huttings. 

Counfel.  Which  iide  the  Huttings  did  they 
come  up  to  firll ;  that  where  you  were  Handing* 
or  the  other  ? 

R.  Beal .  That  I  cannot  fay  ;  they  came  on 
both  fides,  and  through. 

Counfel.  Did  you  lee  the  mob  commit  any 
ads  of  violence  ? 

R.  Beal.  I  cannot  fay  that  I  faw  one  ftruck. 
I  faw  fome  down,  but  did  not  fee  any  blows 
given.  We  were  then  go  ng  away  from  the 
Huttings ;  Mr.  Clarke  was  on  one  tide,  Mr. 
Wilden  and  I  on  the  other  We  were  got  three 
or  four  yards  from  the  Huttings,  going  down 
to  the  Three  Pigeons.  I  did  not  He  the  blow 
given  ;  but  going  down  the  Three  Pigeons 
Yard,  Mr.  Clarke  overtook  us,  after  he  had 
received  the  b  ow.  I  had  not  miffed  him. 
At  ttrii  I  faw  him  almoft  down  upon  his  hands 
near  the  ground  a  little  below  the  Huttings. 

Counfel .  Did  he  appear  falling  or  Hooping  ? 

R .  Beal.  I  was  frighted  very  much.  There 
was  a  rior  at  that  time.  Mr.  Clarke  recovered 
himfelf  as  well  as  he  could,  and  came  down  to 
us.  We  were  then  at  the  gate-way,  going  down 
to  the  Three  Pigeons. 

Counfel.  What  diftance  was  you  from  him, 
when  you  faw  him  near  the  ground  ? 

R.  Beal.  I  might  be  an  hundred  yards  diftance. 
(I  will  not  be  pofttive.)  When  he  came  up  to 
us,  we  were  not  quite  at  the  Three-Pigeons, 
I  happened  to  fee  the  blood.  It  ran  down  the 
right  fide  of  his  head,  upon  his  coat.  He  wore 
,  his  own  hair.  It  was  tied  behind.  The  blood 

came 
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Came  from  the  upper  part  of  his  head,  rather  on 
the  right  fide.  He  laid  he  did  not  know  that 
his  head  was  broke,  till  he  faw  the  blood  running 
down  from  under  his  hat  down  his  arm. 

Counfel.  Did  you  make  any  application  in  or¬ 
der  to  relieve  him  ? 

R.  Real.  I  a  lived  him  if  he  knew  who  firuck 
him.  He  laid  it  was  fome  great  fellow,  but  who 
he  did  not  know.  We  went  away  to  Parfon 
Horne’s  houfe  again. 

Counfel .  When  you  came  to  Mr.  Horne’s  houfe 
did  you  examine  this  man’s  head  ? 

R.  Beal.  The  people  faid  the  mob  were  com¬ 
ing  to  Parfon  Horne’s  houfe,  to  pull  the  houfe 
down.  We  made  through  the  houfe  into  the 
church-yard,  where  Mr.  William  Beale  lent  him 
a  handkerchief,  and  wiped  off  the  blood  with  it 
in  the  church-yard. 

Counjel.  From  thence  where  did  you  go? 

R .  Real.  We  went  through  the  church-yard, 
and  over  a  wall,  and  up  into  Brentford.  He 
pulled  his  own  dock  off,  which  was  vaffly  bloody, 
and  put  Mr.  Beale’s  handkerchief  over  his  neck. 
We  got  over  the  wall  into  Brentford  Town,  and 
from  thence  to  Ifleworth.  We  went  into  fome 
public-houfe  there,  and  had  fomething  to  drink, 
and  got  a  glafs  of  rum  there,  and  cut  fome  of 
his  hair  off,  and  Mr.  William  Beal  bathed  the 
wound  with  a  little  -rum.  He  feemed  to  be  in 
tolerable  good  fpirits.  From  thence  we  went  to 
the  river,  and  over  to  Richmond,  (we  were  ail 
on  foot)  and  from  Richmond  to  Kew,  and  over 
Kew-Bridge  ;  thence  to  Turnham-Green  Then 
Mr.  Clarke  complained  that  he  was  faint,  and 
that  his  head  pained  him  a  good  deal.  He  faid  he 
fhould  be  glad  to  have  fomething  to  drink. 

We 
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We  went  into  a  houfe  and  had  a  quartern  of 
brandy.  Then  we  came  on  for  London,  and 
came  to  Mr.  William  Beal's  lodgings,  in  Gr  at 
Marybone-lfreet.  There  feme  of  his  people, 
and  the  land  lord,  bathed  Mr.  Clark  's  head  v.  th 
a  little  tincture  of  myrrh.  We  had  a  funner 
dreffed  there.  Mr,  Clarke  ate  very  little.  T  hen 
we  went  to  Mary  bone,  to  the  Queen’s-Head 
there.  We  had  a  pot  of  beer.  Mr.  Clarke 
drank  once,  and  Mr.  William  Beal  once.  Mr. 
William  Beal  feli  aflecp,  being  tired,  walking  in 
boots.  Mr.  Clarke,  in  about  half  an  hour  went 
away,  without  faying  any  thing.  I  did  not  fee 
any  more  of  him  till  he  was  dead  ;  then  I  law. 
him  at  his  aunt's,  in  Weilbank-Breet,  the  day 
after  he  was  dead.  He  disc  there. 

CounfeL  When  did  he  die  ? 

Beal.  He  died  the  14th  of  December,  at  the 
houfe  of  Mr.  Talbot,  the  White-Hart,  in  Well- 
bank-Street. 

CounfeL  Was  he  in  liquor,  or  fober,  at  the  time 
he  received  the  wound. 

Beal.  He  was  fober  :  he  was  a  very  fober 
man. 

CounfeL  What  age  was  he  ? 

Beal .  He  was  twenty-two  years  of  age. 

CounfeL  How  was  he  as  to  health  at  that 
time  ? 

Beal.  He  was  a  very  healthy  man.  I  knew 
him  three  years.  I  never  knew  him  ailing. 

CounfeL  What  time  of  the  day  was  it  that  he 
received  the  hurt  ? 

Beal.  It  might  be  between  two  and  three 
o’clock  when  he  went  out. 

Mr. 

•  * 
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Mr.  IV i lliam  Beal  fivorn. 

Examined  by  Mr.  fmpey. 

IV  Beal.  I  am  a  freeholder  in  the  county  of 
Middlesex.  I  believe  I  fet  out  from  Wettmintter 
between  eight  and  nine  in  the  morning  :  I  be¬ 
lieve  I  got  to  Brentford  by  ten.  Mr.  Clarke 
the  deceafed,  came  to  the  Huttings  to  me  about 
half  an  hour  after  one  ;  from  thence  we  went  to 
Mr.  Horne’s,  and  had  a  glafs  of  wine  or  two 
each 

Caen  [el.  Was  that  all  you  drank  ? 

IV.  Beal.  I  believe  we  had  no  more.  Mr. 
Wilden,  Richard  Beal,  and  Mr.  Martin,  were 
there.  They  afked  me,  if  I  had  given  my  vote? 
I  laid  I  had.  They  afked  me  if  every  thing  was 
fafe  ?  I  faid  there  w^as  no  riot  then.  Some  of 
them  afked  me,  if  I  would  go  along  with  them  ? 
1  faid  I  would.  George  Clarke  and  Richard 
Beal,  went  with  me  We  went  together  to  the 
Huttings,  while  Mr.  Wilden,  and  two  or  three 
others,  I  will  not  be  fure  whether  two  or  three, 
were  giving  their  votes.  I  believe  they  might 
have  done,  but  cannot  be  fure.  A  mob  came 
from  the  oppottte  part,  and  began  at  the  corner 
pext  to  the  Three  Pigeons  Yard,  and  then  came 
round,  clearing  the  people  away  before  them. 
Mr.  Clarke  feemed  to  be  afraid  :  I  faid,  Do  not 
be  afraid,  for  I  hope  there  will  be  no  hurt. 
I  turned  myfelf  round,  and  faw  them  draw  their 
bludgeons  from  under  their  great  coats.  I  had 
a  flick  in  my  hand  ;  I  put  it  over  my  head,  and 
put  my  left  hand  upon  my  head;  they  beat  my 
flick  down,  and  It  ruck  me  over  the  left  hand, 
which  fwelled  my  hand.  I  received  another 
blow  on  the  fide  of  my  head  ;  then  I  ran  into 
the  yard  belonging  to  the  Three  Pigeons.  I 

'  had 
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had  not  been  there  above  a  minute  or  two, 
before  Mr.  George  Clarke  came  tome  all  in  a 
gore  cf  blood.  It  Blued  from  the  right  fide, 
or  rather  backwarder,  of  his  head,  near  the  top, 
and  ran  down  his  cioaths.  From  thence  we 
went  to  the  reverend  Mr.  Horne’s. 

Counfel.  Who  went  with  you  ? 

tV.  Beal.  Richard  Beal,  Mr.  George  Clarke, 
Mr.  Wilden,  and  Mr.  Whitwell,  a  gardener. 
The  people  at  the  door  faid,  the  mob  were 
coming  to  pull  the  houfe  down.  We  went  out 
at  the  back  door,  into  the  church-yard,  and 
from  thence  we  turned  to  the  right  hand,  and 
got  over  the  wall,  and  then  we  went  to  I(leworth. 
We  hopped  at  a  public-houfe,  and  Richard 
Beal  took  fome  of  the  hair  from  the  wound  that 
Mr.  Clarke  had  received,  and  I  bathed  it  with 
fome  rum.  After  that  I  bathed  my  own  left 
hand  with  fome  rum :  then  we  let  out  to  go 
home.  We  firft  went  over  the  water  to  Rich¬ 
mond,  then  over  Kew-bridge,  then  to  Turnham- 
Green.  Mr.  Clarke  faid  he  feemed  to  be  faint, 
then  we  had  fome  brandy. 

Counfel.  How  much  brandy  ? 

IV.  Beal .  A  quartern.  1  hen  we  went  to 
my  lodgings  in  Great  Mary  bone  Street,  and 
had  fome  pork.  Mr.  Cla  ke  eat  but  very  little. 

Counfel.  Did  he  drini<  any  thing? 

IV.  Beal .  He  drank  a  little  quantity  of  mm, 
I  believe.  We  went  from  thence  to  the  Queen’s 
Head  at  Marybone,  and  called  for  a  pot  of  beer. 
There  I  went  to  fleep,  and  did  not  know  when 
Mr.  Clarke  went  away. 

Counfel.  Did  you  fee  him  after  this  ? 

W  Beal ,  I  did  ;  I  faw  him  on  the  Friday, 
The  ele&ion  was  on  the  8  th,  and  I  faw  him  the 
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next  day.  I  afked  him  how  he  did  ?  he  faid 
he  was  very  indifferent. 

Counfel .  Did  you  fee  him  after  that  Friday  ? 

IV.  Beal.  I  faw  him  on  the  Saturday  ;  he  had 
been  let  blood  on  the  Saturday,  I  afked  him  how 
he  was  ?  he  faid  he  was  no  better.  I  faw  him 
again  on  the  Sunday  ;  I  afked  him  how  he  did 
then  ?  he  faid  he  wilhed  he  had  never  been  at 
Brentford.  I  faid.  Why  ?  he  faid,  the  blow  he  re¬ 
ceived  there,  he  believed  would  be  his  death. 

Counfel.  Did  you  aik  him  if  he  knew  the  per- 
fon  that  gave  him  the  blow? 

IV.  Beal.  I  did.  He  faid  it  was  a  ruffian  or 
great  fellow  that  gave  him  the  blow,  but  he  did 
not  know  the  mail. 

Counfel.  Did  you  fee  him  after  the  Sunday  ? 

IV.  Beal.  I  faw  him  on  the  Monday  evening. 
He  was  then  very  bad  in  bed.  I  thought  he  was 
not  fit  to  be  talked  to.  When  I  was  coming 
away,  he  put  his  hand  out  of  bed,  and  faid,  Mr. 
Beal,  will  you  fhake  hands  with  tne  l  I  faid  I 
would.  I  did,  and  parted,  and  never  faw  him  after. 

Counfel.  Was  he  fober  at  the  time  he  received 
the  blow  ? 

IV.  Beal.  He  was  as  fober  as  I  am  this  minute  * 
he  was  as  fober  and  honeft  a  young  man,  as  ever 
I  faw  5  he  was  a  young  man  that  I  never  heard  a 
bad  word  come  out  of  his  mouth  to  my  know¬ 
ledge;  \  ; 

Counfel.  How  was  he  for  health  before  this  ? 

W.  Beal.  He  was  in  as  good  health  when  at 
Brentford,  as  I  am  at  this  time. 

Mr.  John  Foot  fworn. 

Examined  by  Mr.  Adair s 
Mr.  Foot,  1  am  a  furgeom 

P  CounfeL 
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CcunfeL  Do  you  remember  being  called  in, 
upon  any  occafion,  to  fee  the  body  of  Georgtr 
Cl  e  ke  ?  •  •  .  ,  .  ' 

Foot.  I  was  called  in  on  Thurfday  the  15th  of 
D  cember,  at  a  public-houfe  in  Wellbank-Street, 
by  the  coroner,  to  examine  a  wound  on  the  head 
of  the  body  ot  George  Clarke. 

Counfel.  Did  you  examine  the  wound  ? 

Foot.  I  did.  The  hair  on  his  head  was  full  of  fand. 
1  found  upon  the  crown  of  the  head  was  acontufed 
wound  ;  I  railed  the  fcalp  round  the  w  ound,  and 
examined  it  with  my  probe ;  and  found  the 
fcalp  elevated  about  four  inches  round.  1  he  pe¬ 
ricranium,  the  immediate  covering  of  the  fcull, 
was  much  inflamed.  After  removing  the  peri¬ 
cranium,  I  examined  the  fcull  itfefr ;  1  found  no 
hffure,  nor  fracture,  i  then  railed  the  fcalp  op- 
pofite  to  the  wound  the  contrary  fide,  in  order 
to  difeover,  if  I  could,  what  we  call  a  contra- 
fracture  or  fiffure.  I  fo,und  neither,.  .1  then 
-  railed  the  fcalp  round  the  whole  of  the  head, 
and  found  rone  at  all.  I  then  opened  the  head 
the  ufual  way.  I  found  under  the  dura  mater, 
which  is  the  firfl  covering  that  lies  under  the 
fcuii,  a  quantity  of  extravafated  blood,  and  the 
durfc  mater  itfclf  was  much  inflamed.  I  then 
examined  the  fir  covering  of  the  brain.  The 
interior  covering  I  found  to  be  in  a  great  ftate 
of  inflammation,  and  the  veflels  quite  fwelled 
w  uh;  blood  ;  and  that  one  part  of  it  was  ruptured, 
but  the  reil  of  the  brain  was  in  a  healthy  ffate. 

Counfel.  Do  you,  from  any  or  all  of  the  appear¬ 
ances,  apprehend  what  occafioned  his  death  ? 

Foot.  To  the.  bed  of  my  opinion,  the  wound 
he  received  on  his  hcad,vvas  the  caufeof  his  death. 
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If  it  fhculd  be  afked  why  mv  evidence  a 
the  Old  -  Bailey  was  not  fuller,  and  jmore. 
technical  ;  I  anfwer  that  I  was  fpeaking  to 
a  jury,  and  thought  it  my  duty  to  be  intel¬ 
ligible  rather  than  fcientific.  I  anfwer  that 
the  judges  and  the  jury  were  thoroughly' 
fat i shed  that  Clarke  died  of  the  blow.  I 
anfwer,  that  this  point  was  admitted  even 
by  the  prifoners’  own  numerous,  ingenious 
and  induflrious  counfel ;  who,  on  application 
made  to  them,  declined  to  afk  me  any  far¬ 
ther  queftions.  • 

On  Friday,  February  y,  Mr.  Bromfuld 
fent  a  menage  to  my  houfe,.that  he  de  fired 
to  fee  me  in  Conduit-Street,  1  immediately 
waited  on  him.  *  He  afked  me  the  particulars 
refpedting  the  appearances  I  found  in  the 
head  of  the  deceafed  Mr.  Clarke,  I  minutely 
informed  hhtl.  After  which  he  find  that  he  . 
fuppofed  he  was  loft  for  want  of  care,  adding 
that  he  fuppofed  the  apothecary  had  com¬ 
mitted  an  error  with  Mr.  Clarke  in  treating 
a  concujfion  of  the  brain  as  it  it  had  been 
a.  nervous  fever.  1  replied  that  it  might  be 
fo.  I  acquainted  him  how  much  I  had 
wifhed  that  he  had  been  prefent  at  the  time 
of  opening  the  head  ;  and  told  him  that  I 
was  informed  that  he  fuppofed  it  would  be 
attended  with  many  inconveniences ;  as  it 
might  fubject  him  to  be  fubpocna’d  on  the 
trial;  which  he  acknowledged.  We  ’pro¬ 
ceeded  to  talk  of  the  particular  circurw f  ames 
'  :  attending 
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attending  the  riot  at  Brentford.  Mr.  Brom- 
field  exculpated  Sir  William  Beauchamp 
Proctor  ;  and  faid  that  a  party  of  men  hired 
by  Serjeant  Glynn,  with  Sir  William  Beau¬ 
champ  Pro&or’s  labels  in  their  hats,  making 
a  regular  attack  on  the  huftings,  and  prying 
Prohor  for  ever,  was  a  piece  of  great  general- 
fhip  in  the  Serjeant ;  I  replied  that  I  could 
not  think  fo,  becaufe  Serjeant  Dayy  in  the 
Sheriff’s  room  had  told  me,  during  the  trial, 
that  he  fhauld  bring  the  cleareft  proof  in  the 
world  that  Mr.  Glynn  had  hired  them  ;  and. 
as  he  produced  no  proof  whatever  of  that 
fort,  I  concluded  he  could  not,  and  that  it  was 
not  fo. 

Gn  the  15th  of  February,  Mr.  Bromfieid 
met  me  at  Mr.  Clare’s,  in  Oxford-Road 
about  two  o’clock  in  the  afternoon*  and  de- 
fired  I  would  go  with  him  to  meet  Meffrs. 
Ranby  and  Middleton,  at  Mr.  Hawkins’s 
in  Pall-Mall ;  who  wanted  to  talk  with  me 
relative  to  the  deceafed  Mr.  Clarke.  I 
anfwered  him  that  I  was  forry  he  had  not 
given  me  previous  notice  of  the  meeting, 
that  I  had  a  patient  to  fee  and  would  difpatch 
that  engagement  as  foon  as  poffible,  and  wait 
on  them.  1  went  to  Mr.  Hawkins’s,  and 
found  there  Meffrs.  Ranby,  Middleton,  and 
Rromfield ;  Mr.  Ranby  {aid  that  Mr.  Star¬ 
ling,  an  apothecary,  had  figned  a  paper  that 
the  deceafed  died  of  a  fever ;  I  anfwered  it 
was  not  material  to  me  what  he  had  fignech 

Mr, 
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Mr.  Ranby  afked  me  if  I  had  hot  declared 
it  as  my  opinion  to  Mr.  Bromfieid  that  m 
cafe  the  deceafed  had  had  early  care  taken 
of  him,  attended  with  large  evacuations  by 
bleeding,  opening  medicines.  See.  See.  that 
there  might  have  been  a  probability  of  his 
recovering.  I  told  him  that  I  had,  Mr. 
Ranby  faid  if  I  would  fpecify  thefe  fentiments 
in  writing  it  would  be  an  aft  of  real  huma¬ 
nity,  that  it  would  be  laid  before  his  Majefty, 
and  might  be  of  great  fervice  to  the  two  ma- 
lefaftors.  I  accordingly  drew  up  the  fol¬ 
lowing  and  figned  it. 

COPY. 

I  JOHN  FOOT,  Surgeon,  of  Holles- 
Street,  Cavendift-Square,  declare  that  it  is 
my  opinion,  that  in  cafe  proper  and  early 
care  (  accompanied  by  neceflary  evacuations) 
had  been  taken  of  the  deceafed  Mr.  George 
Clarke,  whofe  head  I  examined  on  Thurfday 
December  the  15th,  1768.  That  in  all  pro¬ 
bability  he  would  have  recovered. 

Of  thefe  fentiments  I  acquainted  the  aunt 
at  her  houfe  previous  to  the  trial. 

mies-Street,  JOHN  FOOT, 

Feb.  15,  1769. 

The  above  is  a  true  copy  of  the  paper 
delivered  by  Mr.  Foot  to  us. 

ffitnefs  M.  RANBY, 

D.  MIDDLETON* 
W.  BROMFIELD. 

Mr, 
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Mr.  Ranby  then  returnee!  me  many 
thanks,  declared  it  was  a  humane  generous* 
act,  and  that  it  did  not  invalidate  in  the 
leaft  my  former  teftimonv.  *Mr.  Ranby 
invited  me  to  dine  with  him,  v>  liich  1  de¬ 
clined. 

After  I  had  left  thefe  gentlemen,  it  ft  ruck 
me  that  there  was  fomething  verir  extraordi  ¬ 
nary  in  all  this.  I  could  as  iktle/ctomprehend 
their  earneftnefs  as  their  compliments. 

It  began  to  make  me  uneafv  left  there 
fhould  be  lome  thing  more  in  it  than  I  was 

aware  of.  I  therefore  went  the  fame  after- 1 

■*. . 

noon  to  Mr.  Ranby  at  Chelfea,  and  told  him 
my  uneafinefs  and  apprehenficn,  left  any  im¬ 
proper  ufe  fhould  be  made  of  what  1  Hid 
written.  I  told  him  that  as  I  difclaimed  ail 
party,  and  had  no  connections  with  cither, 

1  fhoud  be  very  forry  even  to  appear  to  be 
influenced.  Mr.  Ranby  allured  me  on  his 
honour  that  no  improper ufe  -fhould  be  made 
of  the  paper  ;  that  it  fhould  be  feen  only  by 
the  Duke  of  Grafton  and  Lord  Rcchford, ' 
and  that  he  ihculd  efteem  me  for  what  Phad 
done  as  long  as  he  lived.  Mr.  Bromfidd? 
whom  I  found  at  Mr.  Ranby’s  at  Chelfea, 
promifed  me  the  fame  ;  and  told  me  that  Jie 
would  introduce  me  to  Lord  Rochford  the 
next  day,  that  I  might  have  the  fame  afliir-  j 
ances  from  his  Lordihip. 

About  three  days  afterwards  Mr.  Brum¬ 
field  lent  to  me,  and  1  went  with  him  to 

Lord 
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Lord  Roch ford’s.  His  Lordfhip  was  at  din¬ 
ner.  I  did  not  fee  Lord  Rochford,  but  Mr. 
Bromfield  told  me,  that  his  Lordfhip  fent  his 
compliments  to  me  by  him,  with  afiiirances, 
that  no  ufe  fhould  be  made  of  the  paper,  but 
what  Meffieurs  Bromfield  and  Ranby  had 
before  engaged.  He  added  that  his  words 
were — I  might  be  very  eafy,  I  fhould  come 
into  no  fcrape. 

:  Very  foon  after  a  Report  was  induftrioufly 
fpread,  that  I  had  altered  my  opinion,  and 
had  figned  a  paper  which  contradicted  my 
former  evidence.  It  was  likewife  rumoured, 
that  the  court  of  Examiners  of  the  Surgeons 
Company  were  to  meet,  by  the  Secretary  of 
State’s  order,  to  give  their  judgment  con¬ 
cerning  the  death  of  Clarke,  and  my  evi¬ 
dence  and  abilities  in  my  profeffion. 

.  In  confequence  of  this  report  I  waited  on 
Mr.  Bromfield  on  Saturday  the  25th  of  Fe¬ 
bruary,  and  told  him,  I  had  reafon  to  fuppofe 
that  a  very  difingenuous  Ufe  had  been  made 
of  the  paper  I  figned.  He  faid  we  ought  not 
to  credit  reports,  and  that  no  fuch  thing  had 
been  done.  I  defired  to  know  whether  I 
might  credit  another  report,  of  the  meeting 
of  examining  lurgeons,  at  their  Theatre  in 
the  Old-Bailey,  on  the  Monday  following  ? 
He  faid  it  was  very  true,  and  (hewed  me  the 
fummons  he  had  received  from  the  Secretary 
of  State.  He  faid  he  niuft  apply  to  Lord 
Rochford  for  the  paper  I  had  written,  in  or¬ 
der 
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der  to  lay  It  before  the  court  of  Examining 
Surgeons.  I  anfwered  him  it  was  unne- 
cefiary,  as  I  would  wait  on  the  court  myfelf, 
that  they  might  examine  me,  if  he  would 
plfeafe  to  inform  me  at  what  hour  they  met. 
WMchhrdid; 

The  next  day,  Sunday*  the  26th  of  Fe¬ 
bruary,  J  waited'  ori^Mr.  Ranby,  and  defired 
he  would  give  me  a  copy  of  the-  paper1 1  had 
ligned,  which  he  agreed  to  do ;  he  fftid  he  ' 
had  read  over  my  depofitiori  atthe  Old-Bailey, 
very  attentively  ;  and  would  take  the  liberty 
of  a  friend  (begging’  I  would  not*  take  it 
amifs)  of  making  a*  few  obfervations  on  it. 
He  faid  I  examined  for  the  contra-  frafture 
or  Mitre;  He  added  it  was  a  received  opi¬ 
nion,  and  had  been  handed  down  to  us  from 
the  earlieft  writes  and  affeftted  to  by  the 
moderns  5  but  gave  it  as  his  opinion,  that  it 
never  had  been,  was,  or  would  be  found; 
and  alked  me  if  I  had  feen  it,  to  which  I 
anfwered,  I  had  not.  Yet;  could  not  forbear 
what  I  had  the  greateft  authority  to  juf- 
tify  my  fearch  after.  Mr.  Ranby  made  ufe 
of  the  fame  arguments,  with  every  author 
who  has  written  on  this  fubjeft*  and  who* 
has  denied  the  poffibility  of  a  Contra  fiffufe  or 
frafture ;  fuch  as  that  the  futures  were  wifely* 
contrived  to  prevent  the  frafture  exceeding 
the  bounds  -  of  the  future,  &c.  Tho*  this : 
remark  of  Mr.  Ranby  is  very  foreign  to  the 
death  of  Mr;  Clarke,  I  would  beg  leave  to: 
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refer  him  to  the  very  ingenious  and  exten- 
five  Pra&itioner  Mr.  Sharp ;  and  to  Mr. 
Adair  ofArgyle-Street,  who  isfecond  to  none 
in  his  profeffion  :  They  both  afiert  the  con¬ 
trary.  And  I  will  venture  to  fay,  I  have 
now  a  patient,  Mr.  Stephenfon,  who  has  a 
contra  frafture.  He  proceeded  to  talk  of  the 
extravafation  between  the  dura  and  pia  mater, 
and  {aid,  that  had  there  been  fuch  an  appear¬ 
ance  he  could  not  have  furvived  it  four  days. 
I  {hould  be  glad  to  know  if  Mr.  Ranby  can 
prefume  to  afcertain  the  exaft  period  of  any 
man’s  life  after  fuch  an  accident  ?  He  defired 
to  know  if  I  had  not  wounded  the  dura  mater 
with  my  faw ;  I  anfwered,  that  had  it  hap¬ 
pened  it  could  not  affecl  the  extravafation, 
as  the  half  of  the  cranium  was  fa  wed  off,  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  forehead,  and  the  extravafation 
was  immediately  under  the  wound  on  the 
fcalp  ;  and  the  blood  was  coagulated . 

At  Mr.  Ranby’s  1  found  Mr.  Murphy, 
one  of  the  counfel  for  the  prifoners,  who, 
in  converfation  told  me,  that  the  reafon  why 
the  counfel  alked  me  no  more  queftions  upon 
the  trial  was,  becaufe  the  cafe  was  too  clear, 
and  befides  they  did  not  know  but  fomething 
worfe  might  come  out. 

The  next  day,  Monday,  February  the 
27th  about  one  o’clock,  I  went  to  Surgeons- 
Hatl,  and  fent  in  my  name  with  my  compli¬ 
ments.  I  was  fhewn  into  a  room ;  after 
waiting  about  an  hour  and  an  half,  I  was 

E  1  called 
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called  in.  I  will  give  what  pafled  to  the  beft 
of  mv  recollection.  The  fecretarv  read  over 

4- 

my  evidence  as  given  at  the  Old-Bailey  ;  I 
was  defired  to  be  attentive  to  it,  and  to  far 
if  I  objected  to  any  thing  in  it.  It  was  a 
copy  from  the  Recorder’s  minutes  and  a  more 
juft  account  than  that  in  the  Seffions  Paper. 

I  then  was  interrogated, 

Mr .  Pott.  On  what  part  of  the  head  was  the 
wound  ? 

A.  On  the  crown  of  the  head. 

What  do  you  mean  by  the  crown  of  the 
head  ? 

A .  On  the  right  parietal  boile,  by  the  fagittal 
future. 

gh  In  what  manner  did  you  take  off  the  fcalp  ? 
A.  By  a  circular  incifion. 

In  what  ftate  was  the  pericranium  ? 

A.  Much  inflamed,  it  was  almoft  feparated 
from  the  cranium  for  about  two  inches  in  cir¬ 
cumference  under  the  wound. 

j3>.  Mr,  Toungt .  Was  it  intirely  feparated  ? 

A .  It  was  not  attached,  as  is  ufually  found  in 
healthy  fubje&s,  but  feparated  from  the  cranium. 

Mr.  Potts .  What  do  you  mean  by  exam¬ 
ining  the  oppofite  part  ? 

A.  The  os  occipitis. 

J^.  Mr.  GqwcII.  How  did  you  proceed  in 

opening  the  head  ? 

A,  After  ra  ling  the  fcalp  and  pericranium, 
I  proceeded  to  open  the  head, 

&  At 
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^5  At  what  part  did  you  beg'n  to  faw  the 
cranium  ? 

A.  I  began  at  the  os  frontis  and  fawed  round 
the  head. 

Mr ,  Bromfield .  Where  was  the  extra  va- 
fated  blood  ? 

yf.  Between  the  dura  and  pia  mater  oppolite  to 
©r  under  the  w  ound. 

Mr.  Pott.  1  would  a£k  you  two  queftions 
as  a  man  of  experience  and  an  artift.  In  what 
flate  was  the 'dura  mater  ? 

A.  It  was  greatly  inflamed. 

What  the  whole  of  the  dura  mater  ? 

A.  There  was  a  general  inflammation  of  that 
membrane. 

j$>.  Did  it  adhere  to  the  cranium  ? 

A.  It  was  detached  from  the  cranium  for  a  con-* 
flderable  fpace  round,  immediately  over  the 
extra  vaiadon. 

£>.  Mr.  Hawkins .  What  quantity  of  extra- 
vafated  blood  do  you  luppofe  there  was  ? 

A .  As  near  as  I  can  guefs,  above  half  an 
ounce. 

§).  Mr.  Ranby .  The  extravafation,  you  fay, 
was  under  the  fa^x  ? 

A,  The  extravafation  was  to  the  right  of  the 
falx  of  the  dura  mater  ;  l  have  endeavoured  and 
will  endeavour  to  lp^ak  in  as  clear  a  manner  as  I 
can.  I  would  be  properly  underflood  in  what  I 
mean  by  extravajated  bio  <d.  I  mean,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  general  acceptation  of  the  word,  clot - 
ted  blood.  Bccaufe  if  we  refine  on  the  word  from 
its  derivation  from  extra  and  vas,  it  Amply  means 
any  blood  efcaping  from  a  veflel, 

6).  Mr.  Ranby.  I  told  Mr.  Foot  yeflerday 
when  we  had  fome  general  converfation  on  the 

£  2  affair. 
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affair,  that  when  there  was  extravafated  blood 
on  the  pia  mater,  the  patient  would  not 
furvive  more  than  four  days. 

A.  I  do  not  imagine  that  any  one  can  afcertain 
whether  the  extravafation  happened  immediately 
after  the  blow;  or  whether  it  was  in  confequence 
of  the  inflammation  and  rupture  of  vefTels  caufed 
by  the  blow  :  Nor  do  I  fuppofe  that  any  one 
can  determine  how  long  a  perfon  might  poflibly 
live  under  either  of  thofe  circumftances. 

§>.  You  fay  the  pia  mater  was  inflamed  and 
ruptured.  Where  was  the  rupture  ? 

A.  At  the  anterior  part  of  the  right  hemifphere 
of  the  brain. 

After  this  examination  I  was  defired  to 
read  over  the  copy  of  the  paper  I  had  given 
to  Meflrs.  Ranby  and  Bromfield,  which  I 
did;  and  Meflrs.  Ranby,  Middleton,  and 
Bromfield  witnefled  and  figned  it.  They 
then  returned  me  thanks  for  my  voluntary 
attendance,  and  I  withdrew. 

On  the  Eleventh  of  March  came  out  His 
Majefty’s  Proclamation,  which  I  have  pre¬ 
fixed  to  this  appeal. 


To 
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To  THE  PUBLIC  AT  LARGE  I  (hall  nOW 
beg  leave  to  make  a  few  obfer  vat  ions. 

1.  The  feparation  of  the  pericranium  and 
dura  mater  from  the  fcull,  and  the  inflam¬ 
mation  of  the  membranes  and  furface  of  the 
brain,  and  the  extravafated  blood  found  be¬ 
tween  the  dura  and  pia  mater,  convinced  me 
that  the  blow  the  young  man  had  received, 
was  the  caufe  of  his  death ;  though  there 
was  no  appearance  of  fuppuration,  which 
probably  would  have  happened  had  he  lived 
longer. 

2.  It  is  no  uncommon  circumftance  in  in¬ 
juries  done  to  the  head,  for  the  patient  to  re¬ 
main  tolerably  well  for  feveral  days,  and  af¬ 
terwards  to  be  feized  with  fymptoms  of  an 
oppreffed  brain,  which  too  frequently  proves 
fatal ;  and  on  examining  the  heads  of  fuch 
people  after  death,  we  commonly  find  either 
extravafated  blood,  or  the  dura  and  pia  ma¬ 
ter,  and  the  brain  itfelf  inflamed  ;  or  a  fup¬ 
puration  ;  according  to  the  nature  of  the  in¬ 
jury,  and  the  length  of  time  the  patient  lived 
after  the  accident. 

3.  We  have  undoubted  authority  for  num- 
berlefs  inftances  where  concuflions  of  the 
brain  from  external  violence  have  proved 
fatal,  though  upon  infpefting  the  head  no 
marks  of  violence  have  been  found.  The 
fcalp  has  appeared  found;  the  bone  in  a 

healthy 
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healthy  ftate  ;  the  meninges  of  the  brain 
unhurt ;  and  even  the  brain  itfelf,  to  appear¬ 
ance,  undifturbed.  If  in  fuch  a  cafe  where 
there  were  not  appearances  to  juftify  my  de¬ 
termination,  and  where  mens  lives  were  at 
flake,  I  had  freely  given  an  opinion,  I  then 
might  juftly  have  been  blamed,  and  too  well 
have  merited  the  cenfure  pafled  on  me.  But 
Mr.  Clarke’s  was  a  very  different  cafe. 
There  was  every  appearance  to  juftify  my 
opinion.  And  though  Mr.  Bromfield  and 
Mr.  Starling  may,  when  not  upon  their  oaths , 
chufe  t  »  attribute  his  death  to  a  fever,  I  be¬ 
lieve  it  will  be  readily  allowed,  that  no  per- 
fon  ever  died  without  a  fever,  after  having 
received  a  blow  upon  the  head  which  caufed 
an  inflammation  of  the  membranes  with  an 
oppreffion  of  the  brain.  That  the  deceafed 
had  fuch  inflammation  and  confequent  fever 
is  unqueftionable  ;  and  it  may  as  well  be  ad¬ 
vanced  that  he  died  of  a  vomiting,  or  of  any 
other  concomitant  fymptom  which  had  its 
fource  from  the  fame  caufe — the  Blow. 

The  coroner’s  jury,  I  am  fure,  will  do  me 
the  juftice  to  fay,  that  I  took  the  utmoft 
pains  to  (hew  and  explain  to  them,  all  the 
appearances  in  the  head  which  I  have  men¬ 
tioned  :  Indeed  they  were  fo  well  fatisfied 
with  me  at  the  time,  that  they  unanimoufly 
gave  me  their  particular  thanks  for  my  be¬ 
haviour. 


To 
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To  them  I  muft  likewife  appeal,  for  the 
declaration  of  Mr.  Starling,  where  he  fays* 

“  he  thought  the  blow  was  certainly  the 
caufe  of  the  fever. 

Of  the  Secretary  of  State  I  fhould 
be  glad  to  be  informed,  whether  his  rank  or 
his  office  can  give  him  a  right  to  injure  with 
impunity,  the  character  of  an  unoffending  in¬ 
dividual  ;  and  whether  he  imagines  that  any 
title  he  may  give  to  a  performance,  or  any 
name  he  may  prefix  to  it,  can  fanCtify  wilful 
detraftion,  or  make  a  libel  lefs  a  libel. 

T hough  it  is  not  in  the  Seffions  Paper ,  I  (half 
not  ealily  forget  the  anfwer  of  Mr.  Juftice 
Gould  to  Mr.  Recorder  of  London,  who  on 
the  trial  of  Mac  Quirk,  whispered  an  ob¬ 
jection  to  fome  Part  of  the  evidence  being 
taken,  for  fear  it  fhould  affeft  Sir  W.  B. 
ProCtor.  Mr,  Gould  anfwered  him  aloud,  * 
that  if  Mr.  Recorder  had  any  objection  to 
make,  he  muft  make  it  aloud  ;  That  for  his 
own  part  he  was  for  hearing  all  the  evidence, 
whoever  might  be  affefted  by  it ;  for,  added 
he,  nobly,  6 4  we  are  all  equally  the  fubjeBs  of 
the  fame  gracious  King — IV e  are  all  equally 
protected  by  the  fame  whole  fome  laws." 

If  this  is  true  (as  I  moft  fincerely  believe 
the  worthy  Judge  wifhes  it  to  be)  there 
muft  then  furely  be  an  equal  remedy  for  him 
that  is  libelled,  whether  it  be  done  by  a  po¬ 
pular 
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pillar  writer  or  a  ftate  fecretary,  In  the  Ga¬ 
zetteer  or  the  Gazette. 

I  fhould  be  glad  to  be  Informed,  whether 
the  Secretary  of  State  knows,  that  by  cur 
Iawrs  not  one  Angle  Surgeon  can  be  admitted 
in  a  jury-  on  a  trial  for  murder ;  and  whether 
it  was  for  that  reafon,  and  to  fhew  his  rever¬ 
ence  to  the  laws  of  his  country,  that  he  chofe 
a  jury  of  Surgeons  only ,  to  over-rule  the  de¬ 
termination  of  three  common  legal  juries. 

I  fhould  be  glad  to  be  informed  by  what 
ftrange  means  the  faculty  have  fo  ingratiated 
themfelves  lately  with  the  Secretary  of  State , 
thatthey  are  not  only  the  foie  perfons  appoint¬ 
ed  and  deemed  competent  to  fit  as  judges  and 
jury,,  but  they  are  likewife  thought  the  only 
perfons  fit  to  be  examined  as  evidence  ;  for 
the  command  to  the  Surgeons  was  to  examine 
only  Mr.  Bromfield,  Surgeon ,  Mr.  Foot, 
Surgeon ,  and  Mr.  Starling,  Apothecary . 

1  fhould  be  glad  to  be  informed  whether 
the  Secretary's  face  will  not  glow  whilft  he 
reads  this  Appeal ;  and  re-confiders  the  mea- 
fures  he  has  taken  to  deftroy  me  and  my 
evidence,  and  overthrow  my  teftimony.  Ten 
men  who  never  faw  the  body,  were  to  exa¬ 
mine  whom  ? — Mr.  Bromfield,  who  will  not 
dare  to  fay  he  can  give  any  evidence  about  it. 
And  Mr.  Starling,  who  in  his  depofition  taken 
before  the  coroner,  has  fworn  and  figned, 
that  “  what  was  the  cause  of  the  fever  he 
cannot  say.”  What  then  was  he  called  to 
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say  before  the  examining  Surgeons  ?  What 
he  thought  ?  When  he  was  on  his  oath 
before  the  coroner  he  thought  that  66  cer¬ 
tainly  the  blow  was  the  cause  of  the  fever. 

I  fhould  he  glad  to  be  informed  by  the 
Secretary  of  State ,  whether  any  rrieafures 
have  been  taken  to  invalidate  the  teftimony 
of  the  other  witnefles  alfo  on  the  trial,  who 
fwore  to  the  aftivity  of  Mac  Quirk  in  the 
riot  ;  particularly  that  of  Mr.  Clay,  the 
High-Confable  ?  Whether  it  has  appeared  by 
any  fymptoms  or  furgeons ,  that  the  High 
Conftable’s  difabled  arm  was  not  hurt  by 
Mac  Quirk’s  bludgeon,  but  difordered  by 
fome  fudden- cramp.  And  I  am  particularly 
curious  to  know,  whether  fuch  an  attack  on 
a  High-Confable ,  at  an  FleBion ,  ever  before 
entitled  a  Murderer  to  a  FREE  pardon ,  with¬ 
out  any  condition  whatfoever  ;  and  that  too 
anticipated  by  bail,  that  he  might  have  the 
Angular  and  decent  triumph  of  leaving  be¬ 
hind  him  in  Newgate,  the  gallant  gentleman, 
who,  at  the  apparent  rifque  of  his  life,  had 
brought  the  offender  to  juftice. 

The  Secretary  of  State  has  improperly  faid, 
that  “  the  only  perfon  called  to  prove  that  the 
death  of  the  faid  George  Clarke  was  occafoned 
by  the  blow ,  was  John  Foot ,  Surgeon .” — 
What  was  the  evidence  of  the  two  Beales  ? 

It  is  given  as  a  reafon  for  what  has  been 
done,  that  “  neither  Mr .  Bromfield  nor  Mr. 
Starling  were  produced  as  witnejfes  uftin  the 
trial”  I  wTil!  inform  the  Secretary  oj  Staff 
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that  Mr.  Bromfield  had  no  evidence  to  give ; 
and  Mr.  Starling  was  examined  before  the 
coroner’s  jury,  who  not  only  heard  nothing 
from  him  to  prevent  their  bringing  in  their 
verdift  Wilful  Murder  ;  but  on  the  contrary 
were  led  to  it  by  his  attestation  that 44  he  thought 
the  blo  wwas  the  cause  of  the  fever”  I  fhould 
be  glad  to  know  if  the  fecretary  of  fate  has  any 
•  rea fo n  to  fu  pp ofe  h is  e v idence  wo  11  Id ,  or  o n gh t 
to  have  had  a  different  effect  on  the  Jury  at 
the  Old-Bailey. 

It  is  mentioned  as  an  invalidation  of  my 
fceftimony,  that  I  44  never  faw  the  deceafed  till 
after  his  death”  I  fhould  wifh  the  Secretary 
of  State  would  conduit  all  former  trials  for 
murder  ;  he  will  find  that  it  feldom  happens 
ctherwife  ;  in  the  prefent  cafe  it  could  not  be 
avoided,  for  Mr.  Bromfield  the  Surgeon, 
who  attended  him  before  his  death,  (if  in¬ 
deed  Mr.  Bromfield  will  call  his  {ingle  vifit, 
without  examining  -the  patient,  attending 
him )  declined  cominff  either  to  the  coroner’s 
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jury,  the  grand  jury,  or  the  Old-Bailey.,  I 
fhould  wifh  the  Secretary  to  coniider  the  na¬ 
ture  of  my  evidence  ;  it  reported  only  the 
appearances  of  the  head  which  I  opened. 
Were  they  changed  becaufe  I  had  not  44  feen 
the  deceafed  till  after  his  death  Or  could 
Mr,  Bromfield  and  Mr.  Starling  have  given 
a  better  account  of  thefe  appearances  who 
never  examined  the  head  at  all,  dead  or  alive  ? 

Had  this  ingenious  obje&ion  been  difco-« 
yered  fboner,  ‘what  a  number  of  executions 

would 
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would  have  been  prevented  !  And  how  eafily 
may  amurderer  now  efcape, only  by  taking  care 
to  give  fo  decifive  a  blew,  that  no  Surgeon 
may  fee  the  murdered  perfpn  44  till  after  his 
death.” 


Had  the  Secretary  at  I  Far  known  the  force 
of  this  argument  when  Macleane  was  tried  for 
the  murder  of  Allen  in  St.  George’s  Fields, 
it  would  have  prevented  a  great  deal  of  trou¬ 
ble,  and  done  no  difhonour  to  our  judicial 
proceed  ngs ;  for  it  would  not  then  have 
been  neceiTary  to  have  procured  a  number  of 
common  foldiers  to  fwear  that  they  heard 
another  foldier  fay ,  that  he  killed  Allen  by 
accident ,  in  order  to  fet  afide  foun pofitiye 
evidence  to  the  manner  and  premeditation  of 
the  (hooting,  and  two  pofitive  evidence  to  the 
per  [on  of  Macleane  who  (hot.  Macleane  might 
have  been  ftill  more  honourably  acquitted,  for 
there  was  but  one  Surgeon  produced  to  prove 
that  Allen  died  of  the  Shot,  and  he  too 
44  never  faw  the  dee  ea fed  till  after  his  death  ”  * 

I  beg  leave  humbly  to  intreat  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  give  to  the  public  44 the  report  of 
the  Recorder  of  the  City  of  London  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  given  by  Richard  and  JViliiam  Beale,” 
which  is  infatuated  to  be  another  reafon  for 
convening  the  examining  furgeons.  I  v/ifh  to 
have  that  report  made  public,  that  we  may  be 
all  in  the  fame  fituation  ;  and  that  the  charac¬ 
ter  of  every  man  who  was  an  evidence  on  the 
fide  of  the  profecution  may  fufifertogether. 
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The  Court  of  Examiners  of  the 

Surgeons’  Company,  conlifts  of  the  fol- 
•  * 

lowing  gentlemen, — Mefirs.  Cowell,  Ranby, 
Middleton,  Caefar  Hawkins,  Crane,  Pott, 
Gregory,  Fullager,  Robert  Young,  and 
Bromfield. 

Of  the  fentiments  of  thefe  gentlemen  we 
hitherto  know  nothing  but  from  the  procla¬ 
mation  :  and  that  only  tells  us — “It  did 
not  appear  to  them  that  he  did.”— 
Unlefs  the  Secretary  of  State  fhall  fwear 
to  it,  I  will  not  believe  that  this  ambiguous., 
oracular  fentence  wtis  the  whole  anfwer  they 
returned.  I  am  well  affured  that  there  are 
amongft  them  thofe  whofe  truth  and  honour 
would  incline  them  to  [peak  plain . 

Of  them  I  requeft,  the  public  expefts,  and 
their  own  characters  demand  to  give  a  full 
and  clear  account  of  the  fhare  they  had  in 
this  ftrange  tranfaftion. 

It  will  then  be  known  whether  any  thing 
and  what  did  appear  to  the7n  :  for  atprefent 
it  is  left  quite  in  the  dark.  I  will  however 
mention  tome  few  things  which  I  think  muft 
appear  pretty  plain  to  them. 

The  whole  of  this  proceeding  muft  appear 
to  them  very  extraordinary.  It  muft  appear 
to  them  that  tho’  they  were  “  commanded  to 
take  examination and  might  chufe  to  obey 
fuch  command ,  they  had  however  no  author 
rity  to  command  or  to  fubpoena  others  to  at¬ 
tend. 
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tend.  It  muft  apfear  to  them  that  I  attended 
voluntarily ,  unfollicited,  and  even  with¬ 
out  notice ,  it  not  feeming  to  have  been  the 
wifti  of  Mr.  Bromfield  that  I  fhould  attend, 
both  from  his  forbearing  to  give  me  fuch 
notice,  and  from  his  telling  me  that  “  he 
muft  apply  to  Lord  Rochford  for  the  paper 
I  had  written,  in  order  to  lay  it  before  the 
court  of  Examining  Surgeons.”  I  think  it 
muft  appear  to  them,  that  I  am  not  capable 
ctf  having  mif-rcported  the  appearances  of 
the  head,  either  thro’  ignorance  or  wicked- 
nefs.  It  muft  appear  to  them,  that  my  con- 
clufion  is  juftified  by  their  own  experience, 
and  by  every  chirurgical  author  on  this  fub- 
jeft,  both  ancient  and  modern  ;  particularly 
by  one  of  their  own  body,  Mr.  Pott,  in  his 
Obfervations  on  the  nature  and  confequences  of 
thofe  injuries  to  which  the  head  is  liable  from 
external  violence .  It  muft  appear  to  them, 
that  my  character  and  reputation  were  in¬ 
tended  by  Mr.  Bromfield,  to  be  made  a  fa- 
crifice  to  the  fafety  of  the  perfon  or  perfons 
who  hired  Mac  Quirk  and  the  other  rioters 
at  Brentford. 


Of  Mr.  Bromfield  I  would  afk,  fince 
“  the  doubt  arofe  in  the  Royal  Breaf  from  his 
reprefentationf  Whether  any  doubt  about 
the  caufe  of  Clarke’s  death  has  yet  arifen  in 
his  own  mind  ?  When  Mr.  Bromfield  un¬ 
dertook 
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dertook  the  care  of  Clarke,  did  he  fuppofe 
himfelt  called  in  as  a Phyfcian  or  as  a Surgeon  ? 
This  quefticn  is  more  particularly  pertinent, 
becaufe  it  does  not  appear  that  he  difcharged 
the  duty  of  either  :  certainly  not  of  the  fur - 
geon  ;  for  he  did  not  even  look  at  the  wound  : 
in  direct  oppofition  to  the  father  of  phyfic, 
whofe  axiom  it  is — Nullum  vulnus  capitis 
contemnendum. 

Mr.  Bromheld  faid  he  would  not  come 
himfelf  nor  fend  anv  of  his  people  to  examine 
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the  dead  body  ;  but  endeavoured  to  pei.mude 
Mrs.  Talbot,  the  aunt,  to  have  him  buried 
without  Examination ,  or  the  coroner  s  inqui - 
fition  ;  and  he  gave  this  advice,  he  [aid ,  out 
of  friendfhip  to  her ,  becaufe  it  would  be 
very  expenfive  to  her  otherwife :  Will  Mr. 
Bromfield  pleafe  to  explain  this  condudi  and 
his  earneitnefs  to  conceal  the  caufe  of  Clarke’s 
death  ?  ,  .  ■ . .  ... 

When  Mrs.  Talbot  could  not  be  diffuaded 
from  calling  in  the  coroner,  why  did  not 
Mr.  Bromfield  attend  his  inquifition  ?  Why 
did  he  fuppofe  it  would  be  expenfive  to  the 
aiint  ?  Why  did  he  think  it  would  be  au 
Old-Bailey  bufinefs  ? 

When  Balfe  and  Mac  Quirk  were  tried  for 
the  murder,  Why  did  he  not  appear  as  an 
evidence  at  the  Old- Bailey  ?  > 

What  does  Mr.  Bromfield  fuppofe  to  have 
been  the  caufe  of  Clarke’s  death  ?,  Will  he 
even  now  declare,  on  his  oath ,  his  66  opinion 

that 
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that  Clarke  did  not  die  of  the  Blow  he  re¬ 
ceived  at  Brentford  Will  he  give  his 
reafons  for  fuch  an  opinion  ? 

When  did  Mr.  Bromfield  firft  think  that 
the  blow  was  not  the  caufe  of  his  death  ? 
When  did  he  firft  make  this  reprefentation 
to  his  Majefty  ?  Balfe  and  Mac  Quirk  were 
not  tried  till  January  14,  a  full  month  after 
Clarke’s  death.  They  were  immediately 
refpited.  It  was  on  the  3d  of  February,  full 
feven  weeks  after  Clarke’s  death,  that  Mr. 
Bromfield  firft  talked  to  me  of  it ;  and  he 
had  no  doubt  at  that  time  ;  For  he  then  faid, 
he  fuppofed  the  Apothecary  to  have  com¬ 
mitted  an  error ,  in  treating  a  concussion  of 
the  brain  like  a  nervous  fever . 

Why  were  Mr.  Bromfield  and  Mr.  Ranby 
fo  earneft  to  get  that  paper  of  me  ?  Why  did 
they  think  it  would  be  ufeful  to  the  prifon- 
ers  ?  Why  was  it  carried  to  the  Duke  of 
Grafton  and  Lord  Rochford  ?  If  Clarke  did 
not  die  of  the  blow ,  how  did  it  even  dijlantly 
afifeft  the  prifoners  whether  proper  care  had 
or  had  not  been  taken  of  him  ?  It  has  been 
induftrioufly  reported,  that  this  paper  contra¬ 
dicted  my  former  evidence ;  the  public  will 
now  have  fern,  that  on  the  contrary  it  con¬ 
firms  it,  however  infidioufly  and  artfully  It 
was  procured  from  me ;  for  it  fays,  that 
Clarke  might  probably  have  recovered  if 
“  proper  and  early  care  had  been  taken” 
Of  What  ?  “  oftke  head  I  examined  ”  It  at- 
,  tributes 
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tributes  therefore  his  death  to  the  concujjion 
of  the  brain. 

It  was  not  my  duty  o  *  my  office  to  repre- 
fent  to  Mr.  Bromfield,  ci  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  that  the  want  of  proper  care  being 
taken  of  a  Man,  either  thro’  the  poverty,  the 
ignorance,  the  folly,  or  the  negieft  of  him 
that  is  wounded,  will  not,  and  ought  not  to 
acquit  the  murderer ;  efpecially  where  death 
fo  quickly  enfues  ;  where  the  fuccefs  of  that 
care  is  uncertain  ;  and  where  the  weapon 
ufed  to  give  the  blow  was  deadly .  This 
confideration  belongs  to  thole  who  are  tied 
by  oath  and  by  office  to  adminifter*  equal 
juftice  to  the  people  ;  into  whofe  hands  the 
power  of  reward  and  punifiiment  is  intrirfted, 
not  partially  to  gratify  their  own  inclination, 
their  pride,  or  their  refentment ;  but  juflly  and 
confciencioufly  to  apply  them  as  reftraints  from 
bad,  and  encouragements  to  good  aftions. 

For  my  own  part  as  a  private  individual , 
without  the  mean  felicitation  and  compli¬ 
ments  of  Melfrs  Bromfkid  and  Ranby,  and 
without  the  ui  A  fuch  names  as  Grafton  and 
Rockford ,  I  fhould  always  have  been  ready 
to  declare  any  'truth  i  ha1-  might  be  uieful  to 
fave  the  life  of  a  tcilow  creature,  the’  guilty ; 
but  farther  I  dare  mot  go.  And  I  believe 
every  indifferent  man  of  my  profeffion  will 
allow  that  when  I  faid  “ in  all  probability  he 
would  have  recovered ,”  My  humanity 
carried  me  as  far  as  Fjlricjl.es’  friendship— 
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— ufque  ad  aras.  Mr.  Bromfield  mu  ft  forgive 
me  if  I  leave  him  there. 

Will  Mr.  Bromfield  declare  faithfully 
upon  oath  his  true  motive  for  this  conduct  ? 
Will  he  tell  us  all  the  fteps  he  took  through 
the  whole,  and  all  the  perfons  with  whom 
he  conferred  on  this  affair  ? 

.  The  employment  Mr.  Bromfield  holds  un¬ 
der  his  Majefty, — the  Queen, — and  the  Prin- 
cefs  Dowager  of  Wales,  do  not  give  him  the 
privilege  of  a  peer  to  declare  upon  his  honour , 
nor  the  more  honourable  exemption  of  a 
quaker,  to  be  believed  on  his  affirmation .  On 
the  contrary,  they  make  it  ftill  more  necef- 
fary  that  he  fhould  fo  far  place  himfelf  on 
a  level  with  me,  as  to  anfwer  the  queftions 
I  have  put  to  him — on  Oath  ;  that  fo  his 
opinion  and  his  evidence  may  come  to  the 
public  with  the  fame  fanftion  with  which 
mine  has  been  given. 

Of  Mr.  Starling  I  would  afk,  If  he 
thought  Mr.  Clarke’s  only  or  primary  dis¬ 
order  was  a  fever ,  Why  he  called  in  a 
Surgeon  rather  than  a  Phyfician  ?  I  defire  to 
know  how  Mr.  Starling  treatedClarke’s  cafe 
the  very  fhort  time  he  attended  him  ?  If  he 
does  not  know  the  difference  betwen  dying 
with  a  fever,  and  of  a  fever  ?  If  Mr.  Starl¬ 
ing  changed  his  mind  after  having  sworn 
that  he  could  not  say  what  was  the  cause 
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of  the  fever  ;  but  thought  the  blow  was 
certainly  the  cause  of  the  fever;  I  would 
aik  the  reafons  for  fuch  change  ?  If  he  has 
not  changed  his  opinion,  how  could  he-  fign 
a  paper  declaring  that  Clarke  died  of  a  lever  ? 
Did  he  ever  fign  fuch  a  paper  ?  Wh  ,t  ar  the 
whole  contents  of  -.he  paper  fo  figned  bv  him  ? 


When  did  he  fign  i  ?  At  whofe  requeft  ? 
When,  and  for  what  put  pole  did  he  make  to 
hisMaieft  v  the  reprefentation  mentioned  in  the 
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proclamation  ?  By  what  means,  and  at  whofe 
pliqi.tation  did  he  convey  his  opinion  to  his 
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Will  he  now  give  upon  oath  his  opinion 
that  Clarke  6t  did  not  die  oj  the  blow  he  re¬ 
ceived  at  Brentford”  in  dire  ft  contradiction 
to  his  two  former  declarations  upon  oath  ? 
Will  he  at  the  fame  time  give  his  reafons 
for  that  opinion  ?  Why  did  not  Mr.  Starling 
give  evidence  at  the  Old  Bailey  ? 

As  Mr.  Starling’s  opinion  when  given  upon 
Oath ,  agreed  fo  perleftly  with  mine,  I  muft 
defire  him  once  more  to  anfwer  thefe  quefti- 
oiT  upon  oath  ;  tho’  it  is  fa  id  he  has  differed 
with  himfelf  and  me  fince  that  time,  perhaps 
when  he  comes  upon  his  oath  again,  we 
may  again  agree. 


I 
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I  have  now  done  aiking  queftions,  and  if 
the  fuhje<ft  of  t lifts  appeal  related  only  to  my- 
felf,  I  fliould  not  expeft  either  notice  or 
anfwer.  The  chara&er  of  an  individual  how¬ 
ever  flagrantly  injured,  is  not  of  confequence 
enough  to  attraft  the  attention,  or  intereft 
the  paffions  of  the  public. 

The  loofe  tile  or  mortar  which  the  wind 
blows  down  from  a  houfe  is  neither  heard 
nor  regarded  by  the  bufy  or  heedlefs  tenants 
within.  But  a  repetition  of  murder  encour¬ 
aged  and  rewarded .  An  open  avowal  of 
the  violation  of  the  deareft  and  moft  impor¬ 
tant  rights  of  the  fubjeft.  The  withdraw¬ 
ing  the  proteftion  cf  the  laws ;  and  inftead 
of  defence  for  which  alone  they  were  or¬ 
dained,  making  them  only  ferve  the  purpofe 
of  offence,  which  alone  they  were  intended 
to  prevent. 

The  reducing  a  free  people  to  the  moft 
abjeft  and  melancholy  ftate  of  flavery,  that 
of  living  under  laws  which  whilft  they  pu- 
nifh  do  not  protect. 

This  would  be  fuch  a  manifeft  breach  of 
every  tie  and  contraft,  fuch  a  fundamental 
defiruction  and  difihlution  of  the  whole 
political  building,  as  could  not  fail  to  be  both 
heard  and  felt  by  every  inhabitant  of  that 
unfortunate  country,  where  fuch  a  calamity 
fliould  happen. 

Holies- Street ,  Cavendifh -  JOHN  FOOT. 

Square ,  March ,  27,  1 769. 


